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Commissioner for Patents 
P. 0. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 223 1 3- 1450 

ELECTION 

Dear Sir: 

In response to the restriction requirement of May 19, 2005, Applicant provisionally 
elects Species I, which reads on claims 1-28. Currently, at least claim 1 is generic. 

The restriction requirement requested that Applicant chose between Species I recited in 
Paragraph [0014], Species H recited in Paragraph [0016] and Species in recited in Paragraph 
[0018]. Applicant respectfully submits that this restriction is inappropriate. Paragraph [0014] 
merely summarizes the first independent claim, as well as dependent claims 2-9. Similarly, 
Paragraph [0016] summarizes the original claim 18 and Paragraph [001 8] summarizes the 
original claim 28. Applicant rails to see how these summary paragraphs pertain to different 
species. 

MPEP 817 requires that a restriction requirement include a short description of total 
extent of the subject matter claimed in each group, pointing out critical claims of different scope 
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and identifying whether the claims are directed to a combination, subcombination, process, 
apparatus, or product. In this case, the restriction requirement includes no explanation as to how 
the "species" are distinct inventions. Applicant requests that, if the restriction is maintained, a 
description as required by the MPEP be provided. 

Finally, Applicant respectfully submits that claim 1 is clearly generic. Claim 1 includes 
three process steps, each of which is required by all other claims. Therefore, this claim must be 
generic. Further, since Paragraph [0014] summarizes claim i, all claims are readable on the 
"species" of Paragraph [0014]. 
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Respectfully submitted. 




Ira S. Matsil 
Attorney for Applicant 
Reg. No. 35,272 
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